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44 Votes and Proceedings, Apri/, 1762.

« Refle@ion of the general Sitaation of the Affairs of this Country, the Duty they owe to the King anq
« the Commaunity (whatever Reprefentations may have led them into the prefent Bill) they will immedi-
¢ ately fet thofe Things on a true Conftitutional Footing, and enter heartily into the Common Caufe,
s for the Security of Maryland, and to give their utmoft Aflitance againft the Common Enemy. I intended
« when I writ from Albany to have come dire@ly to Annapolis, but fome unexpeéted Bufinefs put it out of my
« Power at that Time, and now I cannot fix the Time I fhall be with you. " ‘

« Hoping from your wife Management, and the People coming to fee their own true Intereft, that I fhall
« very foon have better Accounts from you: I am, with fincere Regard, Sir,

: “ Your mofl obedient humble Servant,
: ' «“ LOUDOUN.”

Does it, Gentlemen, or does it not, appear from this Letter, that the Earl of Loudsun applauded the Con-
du& of the Upper Houfe in rejetting the Bill, of which, at the Defire of the Lower Houfe, I'had fent him a
Copy ? Ifitdoes, Iintimated no more nor lefs than the Truth, whatever Part of the Bill it was that induced
his Lordfhip to commend them for returning it with a Negative. At the Time I fent him the Bill, I did not
imagine he would Read any more of it than the military Part, asT told the Gentlemen of the Lower Houfe in
a Meflage dated the 6th of December, when they defired me to tranfmit the Bill to him ; and from the Manner
in which his Lordthip exprefles himfelf in the Beginning of his Letter, I am apt to believe he never thought
of perufing more of it than that Part, npr do I fee whatgood End it would have anfwered for him to have
waded thro’ that voluminous Compofition ; for tho’ you are now pleafed to fignify to me, that the then Low-
er Houfe expeéted his Lordthip would perufe it, in order to feeif there was any Thing impraticable in the
Execution of the Plan for raifing the Aids for the King, therein propofed, or unjuft or unreafonable in the
Means, or too fparing in the Sum offered, and that he would have fignified his Opinion relative to fuch Mat.
ters, I am far from thinking ¢bat Houfe would have thought his Lordfhip a competent Judge of the Propriety
or Impropriety of all thofe Parts of the Bill, or if he had ventured to give his Opinion thereon, that they would
have paid any Regard to it, when they afterwards difregarded that of his Majefty’s Attorney General, who
had feen what had been orged by the Two Houfes both for and againft it; and I cannot help thinking you
are 100 hafty in drawing from his Lordfhip’s Silerce, this Conclufion, That he did not think the Bill in any
of thefe Refrefls liable to the leaft Objection: Could he indeed have then feen all that afterwards paffed be-
tween the Two Houfes thereupon, or on a Bill very fimilar toit, his Lordfhip might perhaps have been able
to form fome Judgment of the Propriety or Impropriety of the general Plan, and particular Parts of it; but it
would furely have been a little unreafonable for the Lower Houfe to expect his Lord(hip, without hearing or
feeing what could be offered on both Sides, would undertake to determine concerning any befides the military
Part of it, of which his Lordfhip probably thought himfelf as capable of judging, as the Gentlemen who had
framed it.

Tbhat Qpiricn of Mr. Pratt’s, was, I apprehend, given on a Perufal of the Bill, and Meflages that in 1758
pafled between the Two Houfes, which, as I conceived they contained a full and true State of the Difpute
between them on the Bill, I therewith tranfmitted ; and the Opinion I communicated to the Lower Houfe
undoubtedly fhews that he was intimately acquainted with the feveral Points in Difpute between them ; and be-
ing all that I received from Esgland in Return, if I declined giving that Houfe any Satisfation they wanted, it |
was owing to my not having it in my Power to gratify their Withes. I am indeed fenfible, that the Opinions

“of Counfel are governed by the Manner in which the Faéts they are founded on, are ftated, and I perceive there

is fome Difference between thofe of the late Lord Chief Juftice #i/les, and his Majefty’s late Attorney-General,
with refpeé to the Nomination of Officers ; but as the Lords of Trade, in their Report Two Years ago on fome
Laws pafled in Peanfylvania, which Report met with the Concurrence of his Majefty’s Council, have repeat-
edly declared their Sentiments concerning the Right of the Crown, and in that Government of the Propri-
etors to the Nomination of Officers, I am in Hopes that their Lordfhips Opinion will always have it's Weight
with us, and rber Right of the Proprictary be never again controverted in this Province.

As you were pleafed, in Anfwer to my Speech at the Opening of the Seflion, wherein I avoided making
any particular Application to the Lower Houfe of the Reprehenfion contained in the Secretary of State’s Let-
ter, to fuggeft that for Want of an Agent appointed by that Houfe alone to reprefent their Tranfadtions in a
true Light, our moft gracious Sovereign and his Minifters, had not been fully and truly informed of the re-
peated generous Offers, which the People of this Province had heretofore made by their Reprefentatives, to
raife very large Supplies for his Majefty’s Service, I could not help confidering the Suggeftion as a Reflettion
on myfelf, for had not the King’s Minifters been informed of the feveral Votes of the Lower Houfe for raifing
Supplies, and of their Proceedings in Confequence of fuch Votes, I fhould not have difcharged my Duty : To
vindicate myfelf therefore from the Blame which the latter Part of your Addrefs feemed calculated to caft on
me, I took the Liberty to reply to this Purport, That if the Journals of the Houfe of Delegates, and the Bills
offered by them to the Upper Houfe, may be fuppofed to contain a true Reprefentation of their Proceedings,
I prefumed there could not be any great Neceflity for the Appointment’of a Perfon at home, under the Deno-
minazion of an Agent, to acquaint his Majefly or his Minifters with the Tranfa&tions of the Houfe of Delegates,
or to inform them of the Offers that Houfe had made to raife Supplies for his Service, fince the Journals of
that Houfe had been tranfmitted for their Information, particularly the Journal containing the Meflages that
pafled between the two Houfes on the Subje&t of their new Supply Bill.  But fay you, in your laft Addrefs,
“ the great End of employing an Agent, is to reprefent and bring to a final Determination any Matters in
¢ Difpute with the Proprietary, by which the People may apprehend themfelves aggrieved.” Had you, Gen-
tiemen, in your firft Addrefs, given fuch a Reafon for the Lower Houfe's defiring an Agent, I fhould not have
confidered it as any Refletion on me for having negle@ted my Duty, nor have taken Notice of it in the Man-
per [ did, though I might not even then have feen the Expediency of fuch a Perfon’s being appointed ; for
whatever fome of you would infinuate, and endeavour to make other Perfons believe, the Lord Proprietary
is, in my Opinion, not much concerned in the Controverfy which fubfifts between the Houfe of Delegates (or

rather a {fmall Majority of that Houfe) and the Gentlemen who conftitute another Branch of this Legiflatare,
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